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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 , 5-7, 11-13, 17, and 1 8 have been presented for examination based on 
the amendment filed on April 03, 2006 and subsequent amendment faxed to examiner 
on April 20, 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed April 03, 2006 have been fully considered and found 
to be persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's amendment to the specifications: The correction made for 
some minor errors to the specification by applicants has been considered. 

Regarding proposed drawing changes : Applicant's proposed drawing changes 
have been approved by the examiner pending review by the draftsperson. 

Regarding applicant's response to 35 USC 102(e) rejections : The examiner 
withdraws the 102(e) rejection in view of applicants' amendment to the claims and 
supporting arguments filed on April 03, 2006 and subsequent amendment faxed to 
examiner on April 20, 2006. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 1 , 7, and 13 are allowed over the prior art of record. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance : 
Applicants are disclosing a method and system for executing a current testcase 
on the simulation model, and comparing said identified harvest events with harvest 
events recorded within the local copy of said master harvest hit table to determine 
whether the identified harvest event have been previously recorded in association with 
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the simulation model. These have been disclosed in the prior art of record (See US 
Patent No. 6,560,721 issued to Boardman: Col. 6 lines 21-23, and Col. 6 lines 26-35). 

While these elements are individually disclosed in the prior art, the prior art of 
record does not meet the conditions as suggested in MPEP section 2132, namely: "The 
identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the ... claim." 
Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). The elements must be arranged as required by the claim, but this is not an 
ipsissimis verbis test, i.e., identity of terminology is not required. In re Bond, 910 
F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990)." 

In this case the prior art of record does not disclose the specific combination of 
system elements or sequence of method steps as now recited in independent claim 1 , 
7, and 13. In particular, the examiner notes that while features such as executing a 
current testcase on the simulation model, and comparing said identified harvest events 
with harvest events recorded within the local copy of said master harvest hit table to 
determine whether the identified harvest event have been previously recorded in 
association with the simulation model are disclosed in the prior art of record, these 
features are not explicitly disclosed or rendered obvious as being in combination with 
resolving a testcase inconsistencies between testcase bucket and master harvest hit 
table by the seguence of: identifying one or more testcases recorded within said master 
harvest table but not within testcase bucket, removing harvest event entries containing 
the identified one or more testcases from master harvest hit table, and determining that 
one or more testcases are recorded within said testcase bucket but not within said 
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master harvest hit table, removing the one or more testcases recorded within said 
testcase bucket but not within said master harvest hit table from said testcase bucket as 
now recited in independent claims 1 , 7, and 13. 

US Patent No. 6,560,721 issued to Boardman : discloses test harness 
communicates with the second computer system in order to request the suite of 
testcase to execute on system and comparing the list of testcase names contained 
within excluded list to determine with ones match the testcases contained within the 
testcase suite and those that match are disregarded (See US Patent No. 6,560,721 
issued to Boardman: Col. 6 lines 21-23, and Col. 6 lines 26-35). However, Boardman 
does not explicitly disclose these elements as being in combination with the recording 
current testcase within testcase bucket, updating master harvest hit table with said one 
or more of said identified harvest event that do not match harvest events recorded in 
said master harvest event table, and resolving a testcase inconsistencies between 
testcase bucket and master harvest hit table by the seguence of: identifying one or 
more testcases recorded within said master harvest table but not within testcase bucket, 
removing harvest event entries containing the identified one or more testcases from 
master harvest hit table, and determining that one or more testcases are recorded 
within said testcase bucket but not within said master harvest hit table, removing the 
one or more testcases recorded within said testcase bucket but not within said master 
harvest hit table from said testcase bucket as now recited in independent claims 1 , 7, 
and 13. 
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The features noted above relating to the specific combination of elements and 
sequence of method steps renders the claimed invention non-obvious over the prior art 
of record. Dependent claims 5,6,11,12,17, and 1 8 are deemed allowable as 
depending from independent claims 1, 7, and 13 respectively. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



1 . Any inquiring concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Kibrom K. Gebresilassie whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8571. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 am to 
5:00 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner 
supervisor, Kamini shah can be reached at (571) 272-2279. The official fax number is 
(571 ) 273-8300. Any inquiring of a general nature relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3700. 



Conclusion 
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